Rt> 8, Frederick, Md. 21701 
1/22/75 


Dear Tom, 

Thanks for your lotter of the 2nd and the enclosures. A one-man publisher most 
of whose business is by mail can stay pretty busy. And have time for little else! 

Let me update you on what Jim hestr^have done and plan in the little time we 
have had once the pressures of the Ray case were relieved, we hope temporarily. 

i wrote the deputy AG and reinstated my spectrographio-analysis request and 
added to it v/hat I'd originally planned for a follow-up, the neutron-activation tests. 
Kelley responded a month ago without even saying he was authorized to, taking it out© 
side their normal procedures. Jim wrote in the form of an appeal from what we took as 
a refusal under date of l/l5. ^e added to it what I've not even had an answer on, the 
refusal of access to copies of two court exhibits in Watergate, the Cubans' addressbooks 
(used in the first Watergate trial and published in facsimile but only in part) and the 
first 39 pages of the Hunt grand- juryotestimony released in the Russo (Bllaberg) case. 

I am certain that I've been denied the addressbooks because it will be child's 
play to pin a covering-up on the FBI. I believe the refusal of the ^unt testimony may 
be because I may see in it what was not reported contemporaneously. 

Particularly because of what Senator Kennedy said during the debates does this 
reinstated request present the Department with problems. Were I in any way in doubt 
about the results of the tests I'd not have requested them. The evidence I have is 
beyong question. It represents an enormous effort over a period of many years. Please 
believe me, this work is so definitive that the produced test results would have to be 
a fake if they are inconsistent with what I have done. I've had that book completed for 
several years but lack the funds for printing. 

The Department is now faced with a choice of violating the law and admit t£dg 
it faked an investigation of the murder of a President. Or deceiving the Presidential 
Commission. If we go to court, I may decide to jeopardize all the cost and work that 
have gone into the book and releasing what might kill it - the essence. I presume that 
after our discussion you understand what this can mean. I can lay it all out in the 
Complaint, if Jim thinks I should. 

fears ago I filed an FOI request with CIA for what they have on me. I am not 
and never have within/ CIA's life Been a foreign agent. (The qualification is because 
before Pearl Harbor, at the suggestion of the Department, I was for the British, in 
economic warfare.) My foreign contacts have been in pursuit of my first-amendment 
rights, as a writer. And I have carbon copies of their surveillance on me, some of it. 

Helms never responded. So, finally, Jim had time to seek an appointment with 
the general counsel, ^t has been three full weeks and we have heard nothing further 
from him. I've asked Jim to phone him. If the result is meaningless, I'll ask him to 
file an FOI suit. 

However, I plan to go further and sue for damages. 

Telling you the entire story would take too long in a letter. They have a front 
for surveillance on the public appearances of Americans within the U.S. And I have this 
and much more in a Watergate book in the conclusions of the draft of which I was in 
September when I had to lay it aside for the Ray-case work. I have not been able to 
complete the draft, which will then need editing. However, if it serves the public 
interest, I might and probably would jeopardize this book, too. If this is of interest, 

I have no reluctance in trusting you 0 

If and when there is time there are other suits, too. 

Best regards, 

Harold Weisberg 



